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214 VIRGINIA LAW REVIEW 



RECENT DECISIONS 



Adverse Possession — Public Corporations — Whether Subject to the 
Statute of Limitations. — The University of South Carolina was chart- 
ered by the Legislature, and has always been controlled and supported 
by the State. Certain lots were granted to it by the State as a part 
of this support. Later the City of Columbia was authorized to sell 
certain public lots in the city, which were not in use and were not held 
iii trust by the State for any specific purpose. Under the authority to 
sell these lots. The City sold a certain lot which had been granted to 
the University, and for more than twenty years held, the lot adversely 
to the University. The City claimed the land by adverse possession 
for the statutory period. Held, the statute of limitations can not be 
pleaded against the University. Trustees of University of South Carolina 
v. City of Columbia (S. C), 93 S. S. 934. See Notes, p. 209. 

Bills and Notes — Defenses— Transaction Out of Which Contract 
Arose Declared Illecal by Statute. — The plaintiff was a bona fide holder 
for value of a negotiable note which had been given for services rendered 
by a physician. The physician was practicing without a certificate of 
qualification which was a violation of a criminal statute of the state. 
There was also a statute in effect which prohibited such physician from 
recovering compensation for his services. The plaintiff brought an ac- 
tion to recover on the note. Held, recovery is denied. Whitehead v. 
Coker (Ala.), 76 South. 484. See Notes, p. 201. 

Brokers — Right to Commission — Purchaser "Able" to Buy. — The 
plaintiff was employed by the defendant to sell certain real estate. 
The plaintiff found a buyer, who met with the defendant, but the par- 
ties failed to close the contract. At a later date, after the contract of 
agency had expired, the defendant entered into a binding contract with 
the person whom the plaintiff had introduced. The plaintiff sought 
to recover his commission, on the ground that he had found a customer 
ready, able and willing to buy. Held, to be "able" means that the pur- 
chaser must have the money at the time to make any cash payments 
that are required, and does not simply mean that the purchaser should 
have property upon which he could raise the amount of money neces- 
sary. Reynor v. Mackrill (Iowa), 164 N. W. 335. 

It is generally agreed that to entitle a real estate broker to his com- 
mission he must procure a person, who is ready, able, and willing to 
purchase upon the terms specified by the principal. Colburn v. Seymour, 
32 Colo. 430, 76 Pac. 1058, 2 Ann. Cas. 182. See 4 R. C. L. 307. And a 
broker who has found such a customer is entitled to his commission, even 
though the sale is afterwards consummated by the owner himself. 
Smith v. Sharp, 162 Ala. 433, 50 South. 381, 136 Am. St. Rep. 52. As to 
the owner's rights where he has granted an exclusive agency, see 2 
Va. Law Rev. 618. 



